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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Action is in response to the Amendment for Application Number 10/685,834 
received on 08 January 2008. 

2. Claims 1 -1 7 are presented for examination. 

Claim Interpretation 

3. In the interest of expedited prosecution, the Examiner would like to note that 
several of the present claims (i.e., claims 1-4, 6-7, 9-11) use functional language to 
describe claim elements. For example, the terms "adapted to", and "configured to" raise 
questions as to the limiting effect of the functional language that follows them. The 
Examiner recommends amending the claims to contain positive recitations of the 
actions performed by the claim elements, rather than merely stating that the elements 
are "configured to" perform some future act. In the event that a hardware element is 
intended to contain software, which when executed, causes the hardware element to 
perform a function, the language of the claim should clearly express that relationship. 

In the interest of expedited prosecution, all of these limitations have been 
rejected below, but Applicant is encouraged to amend the system/apparatus claims so 
that the claimed functions are positively recited, to ensure that those limitations may be 
given patentable weight. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Srinivasan (U.S. 2002/0163539) in view of Hickey et al. (U.S. 2002/0087646). 

5. Regarding claim 1 , Srinivasan disclosed an email system that includes sharing 
software that presents a user with the ability to share messages or folders of a mailbox, 
or the entire mailbox with other users (Srinivasan, ), in which the user specifies the 
user[s] he wishes to share the selected messages, folders with (Srinivasan, ^22) 
wherein each user has access to their own folders as well as the shared folders 
(Srinivasan, Fig. 6, Srinivasan disclosed John Doe's mailbox, in which John Doe is 
sharing a folder named "Ski Trip" and a predefined user Jane Doe that sees her own 
folders as well as the shared "Ski Trip" folder from John Doe's account). 

Therefore, Srinivasan disclosed an email system comprising: 

a processor (Srinivasan, 1J2, Srinivasan disclosed the computer mail-box defined 
as storage space in a computer , which clearly contains a processor in order to run the 
email program); and 

a memory configured to store logic (Srinivasan, Tf2, Srinivasan disclosed the 
computer mail-box defined as storage space , i.e. memory) to provide: 
(A) multiple email folders (Srinivasan, Fig. 6, John Doe's mailbox and Jane Doe's 
mailbox), the multiple email folders comprising: 

(A1) a group email folder having group email messages, the group email folder 
being accessible by each member of a predefined group (Srinivasan, Fig. 6, Srinivasan 
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disclosed the Ski Trip folder being shared amongst a predefined group of John Doe's 
friends; 1J22, Srinivasan disclosed that a user specifies which users have access); 

(A2) a first individual-user email folder having first-user email messages, the 
first individual-user email folder being accessible only by a first user, the first user being 
a member of the predefined group (Srinivasan, Fig. 6, Jane Doe's mailbox shows Jane 
Doe has a personal folder, Jane Doe is a member of John Does specified group of 
users); and 

(A3) a second individual-user email folder having second-user email messages, 
the second individual-user email folder being accessible only by a second user, the 
second user being a member of the predefined group (Srinivasan, 1J22, Srinivasan 
disclosed that a user may specify multiple users that he wishes to share folders with; 
therefore, in regards to Fig. 6 multiple Jane Doe's may exist, having the same 
capabilities, and able to vie the Ski Trip folder); and 

(B) an email application being executable by the first user, the email application further 
being executable by the second user (Srinivasan , Fig. 6, Srinivasan disclosed each 
user running an email application), the email application comprising: 

(B1 ) first display logic configured to display only first-user email messages and 
group email messages in response to the email application being executed by the first 
user (Srinivasan , Fig. 6, Srinivasan disclosed that when Jane Doe access her email, 
she is the only one able to view her personal folders, inbox, etc, and also is able to view 
the group folder, Ski Trip); and 
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(B2) second display logic configured to display only second-user email messages 
and group email messages in response to the email application being executed by the 
second user (Srinivasan, ^22, Srinivasan disclosed that a user may specify multiple 
users that he wishes to share folders with; therefore, in regards to Fig. 6 multiple Jane 
Doe's may exist, having the same capabilities). 

Srinivasan also disclosed wherein the owner can specify permissions he may 
grant to other parties, with one of the permissions providing "complete control over the 
message/folder." Srinivasan further disclosed enabling conducting of audit trails to track 
information regarding the time and duration of user access (Srinivasan, ^23). One of 
ordinary skill in the art would conclude from these disclosed portions that since the 
owner can give "complete control" over the messages and the folder, that any users 
with such "complete control" would be able to conduct the audit trails of any other users 
of the group. 

While Srinivasan disclosed users of the group being able to conduct audit trails 
(i.e. determine which users accessed which email messages), Srinivasan did not 
explicitly state that each email message itself includes an access indicator that indicates 
which member has accessed the message. 

In an analogous art, Hickey disclosed a system and method for providing a group 
electronic mailbox that enables multiple users to work collaboratively with one or more 
communications received in the mail box (see Abstract), in which each electronic 
communication includes a status indicator that conveys the status regarding the 
associated one or more electronic mails to the members of the group, in which the 
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status information includes read information in which such status changes in response 
to acts of each member of the group (Hickey, page 4, [0043]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Srinivasan and Hickey since both 
teachings are within the same "group email" environment. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the status identifiers of Hickey into the 
group email system of Srinivasan in order to allow members of the group to know 
whether or not such emails have been reviewed, acted upon, or replied to Thereby 
allowing the members to selectively operate on such electronic communications 
(Hickey, p1 , [001 1]) as well as notifying members or users of the group of any changes 
in status information of the received electronic communications, so that when a member 
of the group takes action on an received email, other members of the group can see 
what has been done (Hickey, p2, [0016]). 

6. Regarding claim 2, Srinivasan disclosed a software application for handling email 
messages (Srinivasan, Fig. 6), the application comprising: 

a processor (Srinivasan, ^2, Srinivasan disclosed the computer mail-box defined 
as storage space in a computer , which clearly contains a processor in order to run the 
email program); and 

a memory (Srinivasan, ]|2, Srinivasan disclosed the computer mail-box defined 
as storage space , i.e. memory) configured to store: 



Application/Control Number: 10/685,834 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2154 

a group mail store component adapted to store a group email message, the 
group email message being accessible by members of a predefined group (Srinivasan, 
1J22, Fig. 6, Srinivasan disclosed the Ski Trip folder being accessible by specified 
users); 

an individual mail store component adapted to store an individual-user email 
message, the individual-user email message being accessible by an individual user 
(Srinivasan, Fig. 6, Srinivasan disclosed Jane Doe having her personal folder); and 

a user interface component having a first section, the user interface further 
having a second section, the first section being adapted to display the group email 
message (Srinivasan, Fig. 6, Srinivasan disclosed Jane Doe having a first section called 
the "Ski Trip" folder that displays the group emails that all of the specified users can 
view), the second section being adapted to display the individual-user email message 
(Srinivasan, Fig. 6, Srinivasan disclosed Jane Doe having a second section called "My 
Personal Folder" in which her personal email messages are stored; Jane Doe also has 
another section called "inbox" being another folder storing her personal email); 

Srinivasan also disclosed wherein the owner can specify permissions he may 
grant to other parties, with one of the permissions providing "complete control over the 
message/folder." Srinivasan further disclosed enabling conducting of audit trails to track 
information regarding the time and duration of user access (Srinivasan, 1J23). One of 
ordinary skill in the art would conclude from these disclosed portions that since the 
owner can give "complete control" over the messages and the folder, that any users 
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with such "complete control" would be able to conduct the audit trails of any other users 
of the group. 

While Srinivasan disclosed users of the group being able to conduct audit trails 
(i.e. determine which users accessed which email messages), Srinivasan did not 
explicitly state that each email message itself includes an access indicator that indicates 
which member has accessed the message. 

In an analogous art, Hickey disclosed a system and method for providing a group 
electronic mailbox that enables multiple users to work collaboratively with one or more 
communications received in the mail box (see Abstract), in which each electronic 
communication includes a status indicator that conveys the status regarding the 
associated one or more electronic mails to the members of the group, in which the 
status information includes read information in which such status changes in response 
to acts of each member of the group (Hickey, page 4, [0043]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Srinivasan and Hickey since both 
teachings are within the same "group email" environment. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the status identifiers of Hickey into the 
group email system of Srinivasan in order to allow members of the group to know 
whether or not such emails have been reviewed, acted upon, or replied to Thereby 
allowing the members to selectively operate on such electronic communications 
(Hickey, p1 , [001 1 ]) as well as notifying members or users of the group of any changes 
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in status information of the received electronic communications, so that when a member 
of the group takes action on an received email, other members of the group can see 
what has been done (Hickey, p2, [0016]). 

7. Regarding claim 3, Srinivasan disclosed communication system comprising: 
means for providing a group email folder accessible by each member of a 

predefined group (Srinivasan, Fig. 6, Srinivasan disclosed the Ski Trip folder in which 

specified users have access); and 

means for providing a first individual-user email folder accessible by a first user, 

the first user being a member of the predefined group (Srinivasan, Fig. 6, Srinivasan 

disclosed Jane Doe only having access to her "inbox" folder as well as her "My Personal 

Folder" folder), 

Srinivasan also disclosed wherein the owner can specify permissions he may 
grant to other parties, with one of the permissions providing "complete control over the 
message/folder." Srinivasan further disclosed enabling conducting of audit trails to track 
information regarding the time and duration of user access (Srinivasan, 1J23). One of 
ordinary skill in the art would conclude from these disclosed portions that since the 
owner can give "complete control" over the messages and the folder, that any users 
with such "complete control" would be able to conduct the audit trails of any other users 
of the group. 

While Srinivasan disclosed users of the group being able to conduct audit trails 
(i.e. determine which users accessed which email messages), Srinivasan did not 
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explicitly state that each email message itself includes an access indicator that indicates 
which member has accessed the message. 

In an analogous art, Hickey disclosed a system and method for providing a group 
electronic mailbox that enables multiple users to work collaboratively with one or more 
communications received in the mail box (see Abstract), in which each electronic 
communication includes a status indicator that conveys the status regarding the 
associated one or more electronic mails to the members of the group, in which the 
status information includes read information in which such status changes in response 
to acts of each member of the group (Hickey, page 4, [0043]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Srinivasan and Hickey since both 
teachings are within the same "group email" environment. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the status identifiers of Hickey into the 
group email system of Srinivasan in order to allow members of the group to know 
whether or not such emails have been reviewed, acted upon, or replied to Thereby 
allowing the members to selectively operate on such electronic communications 
(Hickey, p1 , [001 1]) as well as notifying members or users of the group of any changes 
in status information of the received electronic communications, so that when a member 
of the group takes action on an received email, other members of the group can see 
what has been done (Hickey, p2, [0016]). 
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8. Regarding claim 4, Srinivasan disclosed a communication system comprising: 
a processor (Srinivasan, lf2, Srinivasan disclosed the computer mail-box defined 

as storage space in a computer , which clearly contains a processor in order to run the 

email program); and 

a memory configured to store logic (Srinivasan, ^2, Srinivasan disclosed the 

computer mail-box defined as storage space , i.e. memory) to provide: 

a group email folder accessible by each member of a predefined group 

(Srinivasan, Fig. 6, Srinivasan disclosed the Ski Trip folder in which specified users 

have access); 

a first individual-user email folder accessible by a first user (Srinivasan, Fig. 6, 
Srinivasan disclosed Jane Doe only having access to her "inbox" folder as well as her 
"My Personal Folder" folder); and 

an email application executable by the first user, the email application being 
configured to display the group email folder and the first individual-user email folder in 
response to being executed by the first user (Srinivasan, Fig. 6, Srinivasan disclosed 
Jane Doe executing an email application that shows both her personal folders and the 
group folder called "Ski Trip"), 

Srinivasan also disclosed wherein the owner can specify permissions he may 
grant to other parties, with one of the permissions providing "complete control over the 
message/folder." Srinivasan further disclosed enabling conducting of audit trails to track 
information regarding the time and duration of user access (Srinivasan, 1J23). One of 
ordinary skill in the art would conclude from these disclosed portions that since the 
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owner can give "complete control" over the messages and the folder, that any users 
with such "complete control" would be able to conduct the audit trails of any other users 
of the group. 

While Srinivasan disclosed users of the group being able to conduct audit trails 
(i.e. determine which users accessed which email messages), Srinivasan did not 
explicitly state that each email message itself includes an access indicator that indicates 
which member has accessed the message. 

In an analogous art, Hickey disclosed a system and method for providing a group 
electronic mailbox that enables multiple users to work collaboratively with one or more 
communications received in the mail box (see Abstract), in which each electronic 
communication includes a status indicator that conveys the status regarding the 
associated one or more electronic mails to the members of the group, in which the 
status information includes read information in which such status changes in response 
to acts of each member of the group (Hickey, page 4, [0043]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Srinivasan and Hickey since both 
teachings are within the same "group email" environment. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the status identifiers of Hickey into the 
group email system of Srinivasan in order to allow members of the group to know 
whether or not such emails have been reviewed, acted upon, or replied to Thereby 
allowing the members to selectively operate on such electronic communications 
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(Hickey, p1 , [001 1 ]) as well as notifying members or users of the group of any changes 
in status information of the received electronic communications, so that when a member 
of the group takes action on an received email, other members of the group can see 
what has been done (Hickey, p2, [0016]). 

9. Regarding claim 5, Srinivasan and Hickey disclosed the limitations, substantially 
as claimed, as described in claim 4, including: 

wherein the group email folder has a group email message, the group email 
message being directed to the members of the predefined group (Srinivasan, ^21, 
Srinivasan disclosed the ability to share the whole mailbox with specified users. 
Therefore any email message that is addressed to the email address of the mailbox is 
directed to the specified users); and 

wherein the first individual-user email folder has a first-user email message, the 
first-user email message being directed to the first user (Srinivasan, Fig. 6, Srinivasan 
disclosed Jane Doe receiving her own personal email in her "inbox" or her "My Personal 
Folder" folders, any email sent to Jane Doe's inbox is directed to Jane Doe). 

10. Regarding claim 6, Srinivasan and Hickey disclosed the limitations, substantially 
as claimed, as described in claim 5, including wherein the email application is further 
configured to display the group email message and the first-user email message 
(Srinivasan, Fig. 6, Srinivasan disclosed an email application; it is inherent that a user 
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can display the email messages within the folders showed in the interface of Fig. 6 
since the purpose of an email application is to view email messages, see 1J3). 

1 1 . Regarding claim 7, Srinivasan and Hickey disclosed the limitations, substantially 
as claimed, as described in claim 6, including wherein the email application comprises: 
a group 

email window configured to display the group email message; and a first-user 
email window configured to display the first-user email message (Srinivasan, Fig. 6, H3, 
Since the purpose of the email application of Srinivasan is to view email messages that 
are within specific folders, clearly, when the user opens each of these folders/email 
message, a window for that folder/email message displays the messages). 

12. Regarding claim 8, Srinivasan and Hickey disclosed the limitations, substantially 
as claimed, as described in claim 4, including: a second individual-user email folder 
accessible by a second user, the second user being a member of the predefined group 
(Srinivasan, 1f22, Srinivasan disclosed that a user may specify multiple users that he 
wishes to share folders with; therefore, in regards to Fig. 6 multiple Jane Doe's may 
exist, having the same capabilities). 

13. Regarding claim 9, Srinivasan and Hickey disclosed the limitations, substantially 
as claimed, as described in claim 8 including wherein the email application is configured 
to display only the group email folder and the first individual-user email folder in 
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response to being executed by the first user (Srinivasan, Fig. 6, Srinivasan disclosed 
Jane Doe's mailbox showing her inbox folder and the group folder named Ski Trip; 1J22, 
Srinivasan disclosed that a user may specify multiple users that he wishes to share 
folders with; therefore, in regards to Fig. 6 multiple Jane Doe's may exist, having the 
same capabilities, meaning each user has their own inbox that the other users cannot 
see, but they all have access to the Ski Trip folder). 

14. Regarding claim 10, Srinivasan and Hickey disclosed the limitations, substantially 
as claimed, as described in claim 8, including wherein the email application is 
configured to display only the group email folder and the second individual-user email 
folder in response to being executed by the second user (Srinivasan, Fig. 6, Srinivasan 
disclosed Jane Doe's mailbox showing her inbox folder and the group folder named Ski 
Trip; 1J22, Srinivasan disclosed that a user may specify multiple users that he wishes to 
share folders with; therefore, in regards to Fig. 6 multiple Jane Doe's may exist, having 
the same capabilities, meaning each user has their own inbox that the other users 
cannot see, but they all have access to the Ski Trip folder). 

15. Regarding claim 1 1 , Srinivasan and Hickey disclosed a communication method 
comprising: 

providing a group email folder accessible by each member of a predefined group 
(Srinivasan, Fig. 6, Srinivasan disclosed the shared "Ski Trip" folder); and 
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providing a first individual-user email folder accessible by a first user, the first 
user being a member of the predefined group (Srinivasan, Fig. 6, Srinivasan disclosed 
Jane Doe having her own inbox as well as her own "My Personal Folder"), 

wherein the group email messages include at least one indicator configured to 
provide information related to actions associated with the group email messages, taken 
by each member of the group (Srinivasan, 1f23, Srinivasan disclosed that the owner 
may conduct audit trails to track information regarding time and duration of user access; 
Srinivasan, lf25, Srinivasan disclosed that once a member accesses a message, the 
owner is able to track it). 

16. Regarding claim 12, Srinivasan and Hickey disclosed the limitations, substantially 
as claimed, as described in claim 1 1 , including: 

displaying the first individual-user email folder and the group email folder using a 
single user interface (Srinivasan, Fig. 6, Srinivasan disclosed a single interface showing 
both folders). 

17. Regarding claim 13, Srinivasan and Hickey disclosed the limitations, substantially 
as claimed, as described in claim 1, including: 

receiving a group email message directed to the members of the predefined 
group (Srinivasan, 1J21 , Srinivasan disclosed the ability to share the whole mailbox with 
specified users. Therefore any email message that is addressed to the email address 
of the mailbox is directed to the specified users); 
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receiving a first-user email message directed to the first user (Srinivasan, Fig. 6, 
Srinivasan disclosed Jane Doe having an inbox specifically for messages directed to 
her); 

displaying the group email message in a group email window; and displaying the 
first-user email message in a first-user email window (Srinivasan, Fig. 6, Since the 
purpose of the email application of Srinivasan is to view email messages that are within 
specific folders, clearly, when the user opens each of these folders/email message, a 
window for that folder/email message displays the messages). 

18. Regarding claim 14, Srinivasan and Hickey disclosed the limitations, substantially 
as claimed, as described in claim 1 1 , including: 

providing a second individual-user email folder accessible by a second user, the 
second user being a member of the predefined group (Srinivasan, Fig. 6, Srinivasan 
disclosed Jane Doe's mailbox showing her inbox folder and the group folder named Ski 
Trip; 1J22, Srinivasan disclosed that a user may specify multiple users that he wishes to 
share folders with; therefore, in regards to Fig. 6 multiple Jane Doe's may exist, having 
the same capabilities, meaning each user has their own inbox that the other users 
cannot see, but they all have access to the Ski Trip folder). 

19. Regarding claim 15, Srinivasan and Hickey disclosed the limitations, substantially 
as claimed, as described in claim 14, including: 
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receiving a group email message directed to the members of the predefined 
group (Srinivasan, 1J21 , Srinivasan disclosed the ability to share the whole mailbox with 
specified users. Therefore any email message that is addressed to the email address 
of the mailbox is directed to the specified users); 

receiving a first-user email message directed to the first user (Srinivasan, Fig. 6, 
Srinivasan disclosed Jane Doe having an inbox specifically for messages directed to 
her); 

receiving a second-user email message directed to the second user (Srinivasan, 
Fig. 6, Srinivasan disclosed Jane Doe having an inbox specifically for messages 
directed to her; ^[22, Srinivasan disclosed that a user may specify multiple users that he 
wishes to share folders with); 

displaying only the group email message and the first-user email message in 
response to an input by the first user (Srinivasan, Fig. 6, Srinivasan disclosed Jane 
Doe's mailbox showing her inbox folder and the group folder named Ski Trip). 

20. Regarding claim 16, Srinivasan and Hickey disclosed the limitations, substantially 
as claimed, as described in claim 14, including: 

receiving group email messages directed to the members of the predefined 
group (Srinivasan, 1J21 , Srinivasan disclosed the ability to share the whole mailbox with 
specified users. Therefore any email message that is addressed to the email address 
of the mailbox is directed to the specified users); 



Application/Control Number: 10/685,834 Page 19 

Art Unit: 2154 

receiving first-user email messages directed to the first user (Srinivasan, Fig. 6, 
Srinivasan disclosed Jane Doe having an inbox specifically for messages directed to 
her); 

receiving second-user email messages directed to the second user (Srinivasan, 
Fig. 6, Srinivasan disclosed Jane Doe having an inbox specifically for messages 
directed to her; lf22, Srinivasan disclosed that a user may specify multiple users that he 
wishes to share folders with); 

displaying only the group email messages and the first-user email messages in 
response to an input by the first user (Srinivasan, Fig. 6, Srinivasan disclosed Jane 
Doe's mailbox showing her inbox folder and the group folder named Ski Trip). 

21 . Regarding claim 17, Srinivasan and Hickey disclosed the limitations, substantially 
as claimed, as described in claim 14, including: 

receiving group email messages directed to the members of the predefined 
group (Srinivasan, 1J21 , Srinivasan disclosed the ability to share the whole mailbox with 
specified users. Therefore any email message that is addressed to the email address 
of the mailbox is directed to the specified users); 

receiving first-user email messages directed to the first user (Srinivasan, Fig. 6, 
Srinivasan disclosed Jane Doe having an inbox specifically for messages directed to 
her); 

receiving second-user email messages directed to the second user (Srinivasan, 
Fig. 6, Srinivasan disclosed Jane Doe having an inbox specifically for messages 



Application/Control Number: 10/685,834 Page 20 

Art Unit: 2154 

directed to her; 1J22, Srinivasan disclosed that a user may specify multiple users that he 
wishes to share folders with); 

displaying only the group email messages and the second-user email messages 
in response to an input by the second user (Srinivasan, Fig. 6, Srinivasan disclosed 
Jane Doe's mailbox showing her inbox folder and the group folder named Ski Trip; 1J22, 
Srinivasan disclosed that a user may specify multiple users that he wishes to share 
folders with). 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-17 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

It is the Examiner's position that Applicant has not yet submitted claims drawn to 
limitations, which define the operation and apparatus of Applicant's disclosed invention 
in manner, which distinguishes over the prior art. 

Failure for Applicant to significantly narrow definition/scope of the claims and 
supply arguments commensurate in scope with the claims implies the Applicant intends 
broad interpretation be given to the claims. The Examiner has interpreted the claims 
with scope parallel to the Applicant in the response and reiterates the need for the 
Applicant to more clearly and distinctly define the claimed invention. 



Conclusion 
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Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in 
the references applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are 
applied to specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing 
responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part 
of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art 
or disclosed by the Examiner. 

In the case of amending the claimed invention, Applicant is respectfully 
requested to indicate the portion(s) of the specification which dictate(s) the structure 
relied on for proper interpretation and also to verify and ascertain the metes and bounds 
of the claimed invention. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to J. Bret Dennison whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3910. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nathan Flynn can be reached on (571) 272-1915. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
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For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/J. D.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 2143 



/Nathan J. Flynn/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2154 



